REMARKS 


In the last Office Action, the disclosure was 
objected to because of an informality noted by the Examiner, 
and appropriate correction was required. Claims 1-2 and 13-14 
were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102 (a) as being anticipated by 
the prior art shown in Fig. 2 of applicants 1 application. 
Claims 3-12 were allowed. The drawings filed with the 
application were accepted by the Examiner. 

In accordance with this response, rejected claims 
1-2 and 13-14 have been canceled thereby leaving only allowed 
claims 3-12 pending in the application. 

The specification has been revised to correct the 
informality noted by the Examiner as well as other 
informalities. Fig. 2 of the drawings has been corrected to 
properly show the lead line for reference character 101 to the 
laser weld point, thereby conforming the drawing to the 
written description in the specification. A new, more 
descriptive abstract has been added. 

As rejected claims 1-2 and 13-14 have been canceled, 
only allowed claims 3-12 remain pending in the application. 
As all informalities have been corrected, the application is 
now believed to be in allowable form. 
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Accordingly, favorable reconsideration and passage 

of the application to issue are respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ADAMS & WILKS 

Attorneys for Applicants 



Bruc^/L. Ada 
No. 25,3 



17 Battery Place 
Suite 1231 
New York, NY 10004 
(212) 809-3700 


MAILING CERTIFICATE 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States Postal Service as 
first-class mail in an envelope addressed to: Mail Stop Amendment, COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS, P.O. Box 
1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, on the date indicated below. 


Donna Riccardulli » 


t\ Donna Rice 


Signature 


AUGUST 14, 2006 
Date 
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IN THE DRAWINGS ; 

Submitted herewith is a replacement sheet of drawing 
for Fig, 2 in which the lead line for reference character 101 
has been corrected. 
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